[Comparability of various measurement methods in nasal provocation with allergens].
Defined criteria for nasal provocation exist only for the anterior Rhinomanometrie (aRM). During the last years there are other techniques for nasal provocation in use. In this study the new instruments were compared with the established aRM. We examined 14 patients with perennial rhinitis. All showed positive skin test and RAST against D. pteronyssinus. The controls were 13 atopic patients sensitized against pollen but not against D. pteronyssinus and 20 healthy volunteers. All subjects underwent nasal provocation with D. pteronyssinus. On the first day the provocation was unilateral. The instruments were the aRM, the Oscilloresistometry (ORM), the Peak Nasal Inspiratory Flowmeter (PNIF) and the Acoustic Rhinometry (Rhinoklack). On the second day the provocation was bilateral with ORM and PNIF. First we determined the limits for separation between a positive and negative nasal provocation test for the different instruments. Then we calculated the sensitivity and specificity for the instruments. By unilateral provocation there was a good sensitivity for all devices. The specificity was very good with the aRM, ORM and PNIF. In conclusion the PNIF is as good as the other instruments, but the Rhinoklack was less specific than the others.